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S045423 PEOPLE v. SANCHEZ-
FUENTES (EDGARDO)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Sara Theiss’s representation

that she anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by March 2010, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to July 6, 2009. After that date, only two

further extensions totaling about 240 additional days will be granted.

S048763 PEOPLE v. NELSON (SERGIO
DUJUAN)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Senior Deputy State Public Defender Joseph E. Chabot’s

representation that he anticipates filing the appellant’s reply brief by March 5, 2010, counsel’s

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to July 6, 2009. After that

date, only four further extensions totaling about 240 additional days are contemplated.

S064858 PEOPLE v. SCOTT (ROYCE
LYN)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Susan Ten Kwan’s

representation that she anticipates filing the appellant’s reply brief by May 19, 2009, counsel’s

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to May 19, 2009. After that

date, no further extension is contemplated.

S077524 PEOPLE v. SALAZAR
(MAGDALENO)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Ellen J. Eggers’s

representation that she anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by December 30, 2009,

counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to July 6, 2009.

After that date, only three further extensions totaling about 170 additional days are contemplated.



SAN FRANCISCO MAY 1, 2009 775

S083446 PEOPLE v. WILSON
(BRANDON H.)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Susan L. Wolk’s representation that she

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by September 30, 2009, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to July 6, 2009. After that date, only two

further extensions totaling about 65 additional days are contemplated.

S089619 PEOPLE v. ALVAREZ
(FRANCISCO JAY)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

appellant’s opening brief is extended to July 13, 2009.

S099770 PEOPLE v. COOPER (LEON
CHAUNCEY)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Karen Hamilton’s

representation that she anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by November 3, 2009,

counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to July 6, 2009.

After that date, only two further extensions totaling about 120 additional days are contemplated.

S102166 PEOPLE v. SIMON
(RICHARD NATHAN)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Kimberly J. Grove’s representation that she

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by July 30, 2009, counsel’s request for an extension

of time in which to file that brief is granted to June 30, 2009. After that date, only one further

extension totaling about 30 additional days is contemplated.

S112691 PEOPLE v. WESTERFIELD
(DAVID ALAN)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

appellant’s opening brief is extended to July 1, 2009.



SAN FRANCISCO MAY 1, 2009 776

S143058 RICCARDI (JOHN
ALEXANDER) ON H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Carla J. Johnson’s representation that she

anticipates filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by

July 6, 2009, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted

to July 6, 2009. After that date, no further extension is contemplated.

S162508 ALLEN (MICHAEL
DAMONE) ON H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Stephen S. Buckley’s representation that he

anticipates filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by

November 1, 2009, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is

granted to July 9, 2009. After that date, only two further extensions totaling about 110 additional

days are contemplated.

S165522 C051311 Third Appellate District BARNETT (LEE MAX) v. S.C.
(PEOPLE)

Extension of time granted

On application of Real Party in Interest and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to

serve and file the Real Party’s Response to the Amicus Curiae Briefs of the Habeas Corpus

Resource Center and the California Public Defenders Association is extended to June 6, 2009.

S167169 B206740 Second Appellate District, Div. 4 PEARSON DENTAL
SUPPLIES, INC. v. S.C.
(TURCIOS)

Extension of time granted

On application of Petitioner and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

petitioner’s Answer brief on the Merits is extended to July 6, 2009.

S171732 G041318 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3 CAVALIERS HOLDINGS
COMPANY LLC.v.
WORKERS’
COMPENSATION APPEALS
BOARD/(SHELTON)

Extension of time granted

On application of Respondent Ohio Bureau of Workers’ Compensation and good cause appearing,

it is ordered that the time to serve and file the Answer to the petition for review is extended to
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May 9, 2009.

S163102 D045154/D045579 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 BUELL-WILSON (BENETTA)
v. FORD MOTOR COMPANY

Order filed

The order filed on April 22, 2009, dismissing review is amended to include the additional Court

of Appeal number reflected above.

S170778 D050432 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. ANDERSON (ELI
JORDAN)

Order filed

The order filed on April 29, 2009, is amended to read, in its entirety;

“The petition for review is granted.

The issue to be briefed and argued is limited to the following: Did the trial court err in awarding

restitution to the hospital that treated the victim of defendant’s hit-and-run offense?”’



